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A corrigendum on
Noncontextuality with marginal selectivity in reconstructing mental architectures
by Zhang, R., and Dzhafarov, E. N. (2015). Front. Psychol. 6:735. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2015.00735
This corrigendum note points out and corrects two mistakes found in the paper cited in the title.
These mistakes do not affect the correctness of the statements proved and expressions derived.
1. In Zhang and Dzhafarov (2015), Lemma 2.6 (p. 7) and Lemma 3.3 (p. 10) are formulated for
series-parallel (SP) architectures in which the minimum (∧) and maximum (∨) operations
may be intermixed. The proofs are shown for the min-parallel arrangement of the selectively
influenced processes, with the correct statement that the max-parallel arrangement is dealt with
analogously. However, by an oversight, the proof for themin-parallel arrangement is shown only
for homogeneous SP∧ architectures, those that cannot contain ∨ operations. The statements of
the lemmas are correct despite this oversight, because the proofs remain valid if the rightmost
∧Y and ∧X in all expressions of the form
(
SP1(. . .) ∧ SP2(. . .)+ X
)
∧
↑
Y and
(
SP1(. . .) ∧ SP2(. . .) ∧
↑
X
)
+ Y
are replaced with ∨Y and ∨X, respectively.
2. Equations (61) and (62) on p. 9 should be disregarded: one of them, (62), contains typos, and
both are shown in the wrong place. These transformations are only valid in the context of
Theorem 3.5, for sequential architectures, and this is the only place where they are used, in
Equations (63) and (64) on p. 11.
(A typo: in Equation (60) on p. 9, c[n] (t,∞) should be c
[n]
r (t,∞).)
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